PRODUCTION AND THE IDEOLOGICAL SUPERSTRUCTURE
imaginations, and that environment influences their
opinions. It stands to reason and needs no explanation
that an untravelled Englishman does not share the
habits and opinions of an Indian, nor a Malay those of
a Greenlander. These are truisms.
The question raised by Marx is whether the environ-
ment, the milieu, and the conditions of production in
particular, exert such an exclusive influence on the entire
social and intellectual life of the different strata as well
as of the single individuals of any society that, given
the environment, their intellectual life is bound to take
a predetermined form and must go on developing in a
predetermined manner ? Or are there other factors to
influence and to determine it ? And, secondly, is it
possible to prove Marx's thesis by pursuing an unbroken
chain of causes and effects from the economic basis up
to the simplest and most trivial as well as to the most
extraordinary occurrences ?
Cunow's answer to these questions and his arguments
on the subject are meretricious. The Materialist Con-
ception of History, he says, does not derive men's ideo-
logy in a direct line from economic conditions, he even
admits that it would be impossible to explain religion,
morals and art by economics without looking for some
intermediate links ; but, he adds, " the economic activity
of society, being itself a whole, namely, the compre-
hensive integration and compensation of the single
economic functions, determines the intellectual life of
society as a whole, but not every single thought. The
many different aggregates of thoughts which we dis-
tinguish as political, philosophical, juristic, religious,
aesthetic, artistic or literary, nevertheless form a whole
and influence one another. Yet, if one pursues these
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